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FOR PRESIDENT.
GEN. FRANKLIN PHIRCE.
FOR VICE-PRESIDENT,

HON. WILLIAM R. KING.
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Democeratic Electorial Ticket.

POR THE STATE AT LARGE.
E. C. WILKINSON,

A. M. JACKSON,
WILLIAM H. JOHNSON,
CUNGRESSIONAL DISTRICTS,
J. H. R. TAYLOR,

W. S. FEATHERSTON,
O. R. SINGLETON,
HIRAM CASSIDY.
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The Sou!herﬁlaldard_

Will now be sent to campnign subseribers until
the result of the November election is known, for
75 cents. Clubs of 10 sent to the same office shall
have it for 50 cents each.

Hon. E. C. Wllklnson“&_J."l_‘."Sl_c_n_rn__
Candidates for Electors for the State at large.

Will address the people at the following times
and places :

Macon, Noxubee county, Saturday, Sept. 18
Columbus, Lowndes co., Monday, 8 20
Starkville, Oktibbeha co., Tuesday, 21
Houston, Chickasaw co., Saturday, ¢ 25
Greensboro’ Choctaw co.,, Tuesday, 28
Middleton, Carroll co., Wednesday, « 29
Shongalo, LA Thursday, 30
Kosciusko, Attala county, Saturday, Oct. 2

Richland, Holmes county, Monday, £t 4

o APt ol Pt ottt nnatng.
07" The reader will find the card of Mons. Stuart, a
teacher of DaxcixG,in another column. It will be
seen, that Mons. Stuart presents the names of gentle-
men of character as tv his qualifications. He will
give his first lesson to gentlemen on Monday next.

(<7The rumor of A. H. Stephens,of Ga., having
come out for Scott, is without truth. He spoke at
Atlanta, on the 2nd. inst., and among other things, he
said that “Scott ought to be Defeated.” We will give
in our next issue copious extracts from his speech—he
knocks Scott’s Dan Adams’ speech out of water.

A,

(5~The corporation of Columbus has, by a vote of
223 to 7, determined to raise a tax of $50,000, to be
appropriated towards building a branch from this city
to the main trunk of the M. and O. Railroad—a tax of
810,000 annually is to be assessed for five years on
the property within the corporation.

Webster’s position Defined.
We are impressed with the conviction that Daniel
Webster is opposed to the election of Gen. Scott to
the Presidency. The Springfield, (Mass.) Republican,

It may be propet to say, that the Histoty presented
by the Argus is not more defective in facts, than its
conclusions are erroneous. It asks this question :—
“Who brought him (Gen. Scott) forward then” !
and it answers this question thus :
“Not Seward, bul the National Whi e who

embodied allthat was sound and conservative amongst
the Northern people.”

This is strong language, and never should have been
used, without the clearest evidence to sustain it. If
it is susceptible of proof, we are unapprised of the ex-
istence of any record to sustain it ; and we take the
liberty of saying that we read the newspapers of the
day, and do pretend to some information in regard to
this matter. We think the Argus is mistaken in say-
ing that those whigs who brought Scott forward “em-
bodied all that was sound and conservative amongst the
Northern people.” And now to the proof.

Gen. Scott owes his nomination to Ohio, N. York,
and Pennsylvania. The Finality of the Compromise
Acts, has been regarded, both Northand South, as a
Test of Nationality, and the National Whig conven-
tion so regarding it, embraced that in its platform as a
part of its National creed. This, the Argus will not
deny. Being a Test, it is well to know, whether the
three States, to which Scott owes his nomination, Ap-
proved of those Measures, and agreed in State con-
vention, to abide by and adhere to them,as a Finality.
It is our impression, that the Argus will not pretend
to say, that either of these States approved of those
Measures, or that the party bringing Scott “forward”
in them, regard those Measures as a Finality.

It is proper to say, that we remember but one Nor-
thern State that pretended to approve of those Meas-
ures. Ohio voted down, we believe, a resolution of
approval, by an overwhelming majority, and yet Scott
was nominated by that convention. The history of
the efforts of the friends of thuse Measures in Penn-
sylvania, are too well known to be recapitulated here ;
Gov. Johnson and Thad. Stevens were triumphant,
and Scott got the nomination. [The reader will see
in another column a few remarks made by Stevens in
the House the other day.]

We now come to New York, and in this State we
shall see a strong demonstration of the “sound conser-
vative” feeling “embodied” for Scott, of which the
Argus speaks. One remark before we introduce the
proof. We say distinctly, and we challenge the Ar-
gus to deny it, that Mr. Fillmore was, from first to
last, the “embodiment of sound conservative” views
as squared by the Test embraced in the resolutions of
the National whig convention. He was, in other and
more explicit phrase, the candidate, both North and
South, (with but a slight excepticn) of those men who
were National in having declared that the Compromise
Mensures werea “final settlement in principle and
substance of the subjects to which they relate.” The
following article is from the Buffalo, N. Y. Express, a
Seoit Whig paper, published at the home of Mr. Fill-
more,

“Tue Ware Cavcvs.—The members of Con-
ress met in the Senate Chamber on the 9th inst.
The proceedings are far from presenting a gratify-
ing prospect for the success of the Whig party. It
would seem that the parties who got mto power
in the Whig party, by accident, are determined
that the party shall continue them in power, or be
defeated ; and in their efforts to produce that result,
are seeking to place the Whig party upon a plat-

a Scolt paper, says, that Mr. Banks, the Speaker of the | form that will insure its ignominious defeat whoev-

House of Representatives of Massachusetts, has just
returned from Washington, and says that he (Banks)
was told by Mr. Webster, that he should prefer to see
the Electoral vote of Massachusetts given to Gen.
Pierce, rather than to Gen. Scott. The Republican says,
that Mr. Banks &ays this, there can be no doubt—*we
have,” says the Republican, “accumulative public and
private testimony to this fact.” “The conclusion is,”
continues the Repullican, “that Mr. Banks either tells
a falsehood, or Mr. Webster prefers Gen. Pierce’s elec-
tion to that of Gen. Scott.”

We give entire credit to the above, for we find much
in our Northern exchanges to confirm it.

Col. J. B. Cobb.

We have received a note from this gentleman, re-
questing us to erase his name from our list as a sub-
scriber to the Standard. We are surprised to learn
that we had offended the Colonel,and we are not ap-
prised by his note, for he has failed to point us to what
he construed as offensive to him, in his note. If the
Colonel had been more distinct in his note, and direct-
2d our attention to the expression or expressions to
which he objects, he would have afforded us an oppor-
tunity of making the amende honorable, which, whatev-
er he may privately think, our general kind feeling for
him as a man would have prompted, aside from the
courtesy we hold due to him as an opponent. But his
note is vague and general, and we are to conclude
from its general tenor, that we “have provoked his
pity.” Merciful heavens !

The Colonel lectures us a little about “editorial
courtesy.” Weyield, withouta word, to his superior
judgment, refined taste, and profound literary acquire-
meuts, experience aad fame ; and acknowledge, since
he so pronounces, that we are “illiberal, illnatured, and
coarse,” and may have “transgressed all the limits of
editorial courtesy and gentlemanly demeanor.” We
plead guilty to all this, but hold that our ignorance of
the refined and elevated standard erected by the Colonel
should have shielded us for his “pity.”

One other word. Intentionally, we have never in-
tended to wound the feelings of Col. Cobb ; our regard
for him as a man would have shielded him from such
anassault. Had our disposition been otherwise, he
would have known it, for no man in the State of Mis-
sissippi is more legitimately the subject for criticism
or ridicule, than he is. Heisan author, and is, there-
fore, a standing subject for the editor's pen. He isa
very poor politician, and is, therefore, a standing sub-
ject for political pasquinades. Whenever we feel in-
clined to change our course towards Col. Cobb, he nor
hia friends will misunderstand us—if we should ever
entertain towards him “spiteful” feelings, as he ele-
gantly terms it, he will discover, that under the dis-
guise of petty flings, we attack noman. Sucha course
is pursued alone by the coward and assassin.

While Col. Cobb may think that “his discontinuing
the Standard” is drawing from us amendes for person-
al injury or wrong to himself, we beg to say, that in

" our poor judgment, it is a new way toresent fnjustice,

and quite unbecoming our friend, for we shall claim
him as such socially, though he don’t read our paper.
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er may be nominated. This scheme is urged for
the sake of Mr. Fillmore—and his only; and if
it shall succeed, as it is not by any means impos-
sible, the Whig party will long have occasion to
regret the misplaced confidence, by which he has
been advanced to a position which enabled him to
produce such unfortunate results. % is plain
enougyh, that no principles or measures ought to be
made a part of the Whig platform, in regard to
which Whigs entertained adverse opinions. Toin-
troduce them, is to introduce discord and defeat.
The democracy introduced such a plank into its
platform, and were thereby divided and defeated.
If the Whig party commit the same folly, it will
be punished by a like defeat.”

“If we look into the proceedings of the Congres-
sional Whig caucus, lately held at Washington,
we shall discover the principle which is to be vin-
dicated by the nomination of Mr. Fillmore, and
‘nobody else'—the principle in support of which
Mr. Marshall pretends that the Whigs of Kentucky
would ‘prefer defeat, rather than win success
by its abandonment.” At the Congressional cau-
cus, which was held for the purpose of fixing upon
a time and place for holding a National Conven-
tion, “‘Mr. Marshall, of Kentucky, said that be-
‘fore the time and place were fixed for holding the
‘Convention, he dl?asired that they should under-
‘stand each other, and he would therefore move
‘the adoption of the compromise resolutions passed
‘last December by the Whig caucus.”

*‘Those resolutions were drawn to pledge the
Whig party to the compromise measures as a fi-
nality ; they were offered on that occasion by Mr.
Haven from this county, whom it will not be doubt-
ed, acted upon an understanding with Mr. Fill-
more, and in strict accordance with his views.—
This is conclusive evidence that Mr. Marshall in
his present action, represents exactly and with fi-
delity the views of Mr, Fillmore. From all thisit
pretty clearly appears, that the principle sought
to be established by the nomination of Mr. Fill-
more, is the finality of the compromise, fugitive
slave law and all. 1t is, it seems, to be made a
part of the Whig creed, that the compromise meas-
ures, including the law for catching men and con-
veyintﬁ:hem into slavery, are Whig measures, and
that the Whig party will not hereafter permit them
to be altered, amended, or repealed.” ]

* * * * * * *

“It will strike the reader as not a little remark-
able, that Mr. Marshall and the other conformists
of Mr. Fillmore, should bave attempted to make
Mr. F. strong in New York, by placing him be-
fore the Whigs of this State with sach a creed and
latform. Are they so very verdant as not to
now, that because Mr. Fillmore was the poten-
tial instrument of
two successive Whig State Conventions, and two
successive Whig Legislatures have refused to witer
one word of indorsement of him or his adminisira-
tion, though much importuned from Washington
to do so—and lastly, that by a vote of sixty to one,
a Whig legislative caucus suggested General Scott
as their first choice for the Presidency? When
such clear manifestations of Whig opinion are be-
fore them, can they suppose for a moment that a
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This shows a “sound conservative feeling.

nominati
respondent of the N. Y. Tvibune, writing from Wash-
ington city : .

“The administration of General Taylor adopted
the let-alone policy. It E{..:ﬂr!t:q:u:-eed to have notﬁing
to do with the subjectof slavery. Itsaid : ‘Leave
‘the fugitive J]aw alone, leave California and New
‘Mexico to come in as States when they get ready,
‘and leave them to settle for themselves all ques-
‘tions of slavery arising within their own Bounda-
‘ries.” This was the policy of the Whig adminis-
tration of General Tayloron the slavery question.

“Under Mr. Fillmore the policy was changed.
The pr?ent Administration insists that the line of
action of the Whig party on this subject shall be
what it never wasiefore, viz i @ perfect agreement
and concurrence of opinion, and action upon it,
by both divisions or sections of the party. While
itis a fact that the two wings never did agree de-
fore on the question of slavery, itis propoesed now
they shall agree. A course of poliey for the whole
party is thus laid down on the slvery question.
Certain measures have been passed by Congress.
Chief among them is the fugitive slave law, and
the law establishing territorial governments with-
out restriction asto slavery. The doetrine is that
the Northern Whigs, as well as the Southern
Whigs, shall sustain those laws just as they are.
And not this only : they shall also agree and de-
clare that the slavery question is finally adjusted ;
that there is to be no more talk, no more action,
on the subject. Slavery is henceforth to be a ta-
booed question in the party. It is the ‘Pot Rock’
in our political navigation, to which oms Whig Ad-
ministration profess to have been the Mons. Mail-
lefert, blowing off all its dangerous prominence.
It is to be hereafter considered sunk.

““This is the present position of the Whig Ad-
ministration on this subject—a subject that has
long divided it, and long been regarded asa ques-
tion on which the two divisions of the party were
to be allowed to differ—upon which in the very
nature of thilags, they could in fact do no other-
wise than differ.”

We close our extracts by introducing a very signifi-
cant paragraph from a speech delivered in the Senate
by Mr. Mangum :

“We must introduce into our platform and our
creed a new principle. We are to take the com-
promise as a new article in our political creed. 1
have not looked at it very much of late; but I
well remember, when it was passed, if you went
South, you would find but a mere majority of
Whigs and Democrats, combined, in favor of it ;
and if you went North, you would find the major-
ity the other way—more Democrats in favor of it
than Whigs, 1 admit. Well, that would be a
platiorm.” :

The Argus says, that “The support of Seward and
friends, is recent and accidental.” The Argus is mis-
taken. It canbe shown by the record that Seward
and many ofhis friends were Scott’s advocates as far
back as 1840, und that since the passage of the com-
promise measures, Seward through those who act with
him, have shaped public opinion towards Scott, while
they have been unsparing in their denunciation of Mr.
Fillmore and the Fugitive Slave Law. We have an
abundance of proof on this point, but we are disin-
clined to open a matter wholly profitless in this can-
vass either to Gen. Scott or Gen. Pierce.

A Scott Gun Spiked.

The Scott press have paraded a vote cast by Gen.
Pierce against a bill allowing one Edmund Brooke, of
Georgetown, in the District of Columbia, to bring into
the District two slaves from the State of Virginia.—
In our opinion, Pierce never gave a vote more worthy
of Southern praise than this. If Congress has the le-
gal right to admit slaves within the District by law, will
it not follow that it has the right to send them out of
the District by law. It occurs to us, that this is the
very argument employed by the Scott whigs in regard
to the Territories. But let that pass for what it is
worth. Georgetown is in that part of the District of
Columbia ceded by Maryland. 1In 1796 the State of
Maryland passed a law in these words ;

““That it shall not be lawful, from and after the

passage of this act, to import or bring into this
State, by land or water, any negro, mulatto, or
other slave, for sale, OR TO RESIDE WITHIN
THIS STATE; and any person brought to this
State as a slave, contrary to this act, if a slave
before, shall thereupon immefliately cease to be
the property of the person or persons so import-
ing or bringing such slave within this State, and
shall be free.”

On the 27th of Feb., 1801, Congress passed a law,
the firat section of which is as followa :

“That the laws of the State of Virginia, as
they now exist, shall be and continue in force in
that part of the District of Columbia, which was
ceded by the said State to the United States, and
by them accepted for the permanent seat of gov-
ernment; and that the laws of the State of Mary-
land as they now exist, shall be and continue in
Jforce in that part of the said District, which was

ceded by that State to the United States, and by
them accepted as aforesaid.”’

This law can be found in the U, 8. Statutes at large,
vol. 2, page 103—a copy of which can be seen by our
proof demanding Scott men, at the office of almost
any lawyer in our city.

Every Union whig must remember the ground upon
which the bill for the suppression of the slave trade in
the District of Columbia was defended in this State
last summer. First, it was to prevent the increase of
slaves within the District , and in the second place, it
was but simply the re-enactment of the Maryland law.
It will be perceived by the bill for the relief of Brooke,
which we give below, that no application was made to
repeal the Maryland law ; it was a demand for a “spe-
cial privilege” in favor of Brooke ; to permit him te
do that which it was denied by law, for eny other man|
todo. Gen. Pierce was disinclined to grant a right to
Brooke that was denied to other citizens of the Dis-
trict ; that was not all ; he was not disposed to set
aside, by a law of Congress, a law enacted by the peo-
ple of the State of Maryland for their own protection.

Here is what Mr. Brooke asked—[See U. 8. statutes
at large, vol. 6, p. 600. :

“That Edmund Brooke, of George

town, in the
distriet of Columbia, be authorized, and permis-
sion is hereby
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our members to signify what would be, at the| for his support, are sound and conservative. The edi-
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in their favor as those he hag READ to Archer two ty to remain where we are—in the Union, in't.he
days before. What did heread to Archer ! Where | Whig party; and to direct our efforts to deliver
is that document? What did he Read it for! Why | both, if possible from the dominion and curse of
did he instruct Archer to show thatletter to Jones and

slavery; for if Slavery is ever to be abolished
Botte? He knew they were talkingmen ; they could peaceably, we are In the right position to make
learn from Archer in what “terms” he would express

our influence and efforts felt to that effect.
himself in “favor of the Compromise measures,” and
by this adroit shift, he felt secure of getting the nomi-
nation without committing his views on the Compro-
mise measures to writing, a thing which he begged
his personal friends not to insist upon. Was such
trickery as this ever practiced before to secure a nomi-
nation for the Presidency in this country ?

The editor of the N. Y. Courier & Enquirer, one of
the most thorough whigs in the Union, says :

“The nomination of Gen. Scott was accom-
lished by a DISHONEST AND DISGRACE-
‘UL BARGAIN—AS CORRUPT A BAR-

GAIN ASWASEVERPLACED ON PAPER.”

Again :

“But circumstances speak in language which
admits of no misapprehension; and the subse-
quent conduct of a portion of the delegations from
Tennessee, Kentucky and Virginia, leavesnodoubt
but that Mr. Raymond, for the purpose of apolo-
gizing for the Whigs of the North acceding to a

National platform, foolishly and weakly exposed
the BARGAIN and CORRUPTION.

—

To support Scott then, is to deliver the whig party
of the dominion and curse of slavery, and to abolish it
if it ever is peaceably abolished. This is “sound and
conservative,” isit !

«If the Standard correctly informs us, there
were only two whigs in the Senate of New Hamp-
shire at the last session of its Legislature—these
two he does not however, take the pains to inform
his readers, voted against a resolution to approve
the votes of the Congressmen from New Hamp-
shire in favor of the Wilmot Proviso, nor does he
tell them that all the Whigs in that Legislature vo-
ted against that Resolution, end every Democrat
in favor of it.”” —Argus.

(27~ That is true. We have not taken pains to tell
our readers that the Twowhigs in the Senate of New
Hampshire at the lasf session, “voted against a reso-

New Hampshire in favor of the Wilmot proviso™=—nor
have we taken the pains to tell them that “all the whigs
in that legislature voted agaiust that resolution, and
every democrat in favor of it.” Our reason for not
having told them is, that we do not think it true—we
do not think any such resolution was offered at the last
session of the New Hampshire legislature. Let us
have the proof.

We did tell them, however, that the Legislature
of New Hampshire, atits last seseion, passed resolu-
tions, approving the Compromise Measures, and pledg-
ing the State, to aid the Executive in carrying them
into full effect. These resolutions were adopted in

A Short chapter in the History of New
Hampshire.

In 1846 the Whigs and Albolitionists combined in
the legislature of New Hampshire, and districted the
State. They threw, by a most unheard of system of
gougine and cutting up of towns, a democratic majo-
rity of about five or six thousand, into two districts, the
2nd and 4th. Tuack, an Abolition Whig, was elected
from the 1st., and Jas. Wilson, Whig, from the 3rd.
district. This identical coalition elected Jno. P. Hale
to the U. S. Senate. Yet,says the Argus, the demo-
cracy of New Hampshire is “unanimously abolition.”

Another Short Chapter.

Thad. Stevens, that “sound and conservative” sup-
porter of Gen. Scott, moved to lay the Fugitive Slave
bill upon the table,and demanded the yeas and nays.
Hibbard and Peaslee, the two democrats from New
Hampshire, vote Navy—Amos Tuck, the New Hamp-
shire-abolition Whig, voted, YeEa ! “Unanimously
abolition™ !

On the motion, ordering the bill to a third reading,
Hibbard and Peaslee, democrats from N. Hampshire,
voted, YEA! Amos Tuck,the abolition whig from N.
Hampshire, voted Nay ! “Unanimously abolition.”

On the question, “Shall this bill' pass”—the yeas
and nays being demanded—Hibbard and Peaslee, N.
Hampshire democrats, voted YES! Amos Tuck, the
New Hampshire abolition whig, voted NO ! “Unani-
mously abolition™ !~—8ce Con. Globe, vol. 21, 2nd part,
pp- 1806-T.

Wilson, the other whig from N. H., had resigned his
seat a few days before the Fugitive slave law passed,
or he would have voted with Tuck. An election
was held in Wilson’s distriet ; Jared Perkins, an ‘un-
animous abolition whig® was opposed by Gen. Morris-
son ; Morrison obtained the certificate of election,and
took his seat. Jared appeared before Congress, throu’
Amos Tuck; Josh Giddings, and Thad. Stevens, and
contested the seat. The committee on elections re-
ported in favor of Morrison, and the House sustained
the committee against all the abolitionists.

voting for them, andthe Only Two Whigs in that
body, Yoting Against, them. In the House, these re-
solutions were passed by a vote of 1521092, Ofthose
who voted for them, 122 were Democrats,and 30 whigs
~of those who voted against them, Six were Demo-
crats. In the Senate and House, 132 Democrats vo-
ted for,and Siz againstthem. Ofthe Whigs, 30 vo-
ted for, and Eighty Eight against them !

Here is one of the resolutions :

‘‘Resolved, by the Senate and House of Repre-
sentatives in general court convened, Thut the
State of New Hampshire APPROVES of the
adoption of these measures (the compromise meas-
ures) as essential and necessary for the peace,
prosperity, and progress of our glorious Union, and
that we pledge her to sustain the Executive of the
nation in carrying said measures into full effect,
and in the further exeeution of all constitutional
means to enforce obedicnce to the laws.”’

e g el

we furnish the proof, as we have charged
Scott requested his personal friends not to call on him
to give publicity to his opinions on the Compromise
Measures, or give geagreasons for refusing, that it will
“brand the charge as false and its propogator as unwor-
thy of belief.” Now that would be terrible. Weare
rather than unkind words, and we say to him therefore
in perfect good humor, that if he will send a friend, or
come himselfto our office, and we prefer the latter as
being the more sociable way, we will furnish him the
proofif he will publish it. To this he cannot object,
if he wishes the proof only.

By the waf neighbor, we intend to transgress no rule
of editorial courtesy, if we know it; but this branding
our statements as untrve, because we refuse to prove
them at the call of those to whom the remarks were not
addressed, is & course notin keeping with the rules of
the most common social intercourse. When we make
an assertion in any controversy with our meighbor,
that he considers requires substantiating, and he calls
for the proof, we are bound to furnish it in good faith.
Are we right, neighbor, in this, or wrong? We ask
an answer.

We feel assured that the Argus will not care to
make many demands for proof from the Standard. In
making a statement we are always prepared with the
proof.

“ Gen. Scott owns slaves, though it is not gen-
erally known.”’—.Adrgus.

(<7"The Argus insists that this statement is true.—
Let us admit it for the seke of argument, and see in
what position it places Gen. Scott. In his letter to
Atkinson, he says, and we quote the whole paragraph :

“I own myself no slaves; but never have at-
tached blame to masters for not liberating their
slaves—well knowing that liberation, without the
means of sending them in comfort to some position
favorable to the pursuit of happiness, would, in
most cases, be highly injurious to all around, as
well as to the manumitted families themselves, un-
less the operation were general and under the aus-
pices of prudent legislation. But I am persuaded
that it is a bhigh moral obligation of masters and
slave-holding States to employ all meauns, not in-
compatible with the safety of both colors, to meli-
orate slavery, even to extermination.’”’

He here says he has never attached blame to mas-
ters for not liberating their slaves, but he is “persuad-
edthatitisa Hicu Morar OsricaTionof MasTERS” to
“EmMPLOY aLL MEAXS; not incompatible with the safety
of both colors, to meliorate slavery, even to extermi-
nation.” . Itis a high moral obligation, ia it? Well,
does Gen. Scott square his own conduct by what he is
“persuadedis a high moral obligation,” if he owns
slaves ? Ifitisa high moral obligation for masters to
employ all means not incompatible with the safety of
both colors, to exterminate slavery, Gen. Scott occu-
pies a_singular position before the country, in living in
open violation of what he pronounces a high moral ob-
ligation resting on masters,if he holds slaves. The
Argus will not pretend to say that Scott is unable to
liberate his slaves, and “send themin comfort to some

> - - = 1 s £ % T '” u‘k
dm'rmsmt:I or more thousand Dollars from the Treas-
ury of the U. States, anoyally ; and can spare a few
hundred of this sum for the 'ml_' pose “wm- his
slayes to Liberis, or to the Western Territories.

- “There is much room for very severe comment in re-

(7 The Argus says that no reasonable man would
search the votes given in the last Presidential election
to find the number of Abolitionists in N. Hampshire or
any other State. Well, what then ! “He would,”
says the Argus, “examice the records of its legislature
—he would look to the sentiments of the men elected
by that legislature, to judge of its Abolitionism if he
would judge correctly.” Would he. Let us apply
this rule. At the last session of the N. Hampshire
legislature, resolutions were passed, approving.of the
Compromise Measures, and pledging the Btate to sus-
tain the President in cairying them into effect—the
Fugitive Slave law included.  In the Senate and House
132 Democrats voted for the resolutions, and only 6
against them. Of the Whigs, 30 voted for the reso-
lutions, and 88 against them. What says the Argus
to this, as a reasonable man 1 '

- The whole vote give

: by New Hampshire in 1847
was not 50,104, if the Standard does so assert, but was
43,300—some difference.— Argus. 54 Mw

(<7"The Standard hes made no such assertion—it has
not even alluded to the 1847 vote of N. Hampshire.—
We used the vote of 1848, and that, according to five
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shire legislature passed Wilmot proviso resolutiont in
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lution to approve of the votesof the Congressmen from | will so.far forget the obligations they owe “tothei

]

the Senate by a vote of Ten to Two—Every Democrat |ten Southern men would not endorse.

e | - . 3
(< Our neighbor of the Argus says : that unless When the time comes for *‘nine out of ten South
» that Gen. iem men to avow the incendiary sentiments impe-

|the shouts of the abolition columns of the North.
| But to be explicit, let us examine the “positios”
of the opinion that our neighbor would prefer the proof | of Gen. Scott, as set forthin his letter of 18431

| than the safety of both colors required. -4"':"

| A or dis “nine out of ten Southers P C

In a recent speech, the Hon. Tom. F, =

marked : “They tell me that Mr. Pierce te.
ber of Congress when I was ; it may be, b:l..:l' 2 ey,

I never knew it.—Naichez Courier he way

(<r"Tom Marshall is as celebrated for his |
drink as he is for thesharpness of his wit. To:’e «
sentto Washington by the whigs, but he fopge
which party he owed his seat in Congress, andp,
the whigs “fits” in a most crushing and viryleng
From that hour till last summer, Tor, believed himge %
a democrat, but he got sober one dly—h’ aces i
and swore he was a whig. Its not likely g T,
Marshall and Frank Pierce drank at the same o "
and that accounts for Tom’s not knowing himy, '

e

Our neighbor lt_lmd out by IB{‘ing that thoss
Ten States that give a larger abolition vote thyy N
Hampshire,—Argus. tw

=7 Well, to this, you said :

“There may be ten larger Abolition States 1, X
Hampshire, but there is no State that polls mgr, 4
tion votes according to ‘kﬂpﬂptdatim."_,irgu

To this we replied by proving that there wer,
States casting a larger abolition vote than New j
shire, accorping to population. Our first gm?
unimpeached. Where is that of the Argus, 3, ool n
Pepulation ? b

Fop

Ifthe democracy of N. H., ate not abolitj
have they so long suffered Hale, the eq
abolitionism, to represent them ! 'Wil!
answer that T—Argus.

(<r-Certainly ! J. P. Hale waselected io the g
Senate by the vote of the Whigs and gbﬂjj“anim._;
So was'W. H. Seward, of N. York,and B, Wadeof
Ohio.

Oliists, w
bodimey; of
the Standur

(<~ We presume our neighbor of the Argushas yaey
in his Georgia exchanges, some account of Aley, H
Stephens’ speech at Atlanta, on the 2nd inst,

A e

For the Southern Standard.
Mg. Eprrok :—We have no sympathy with e
free-soilers of the North or their assuming adhe.
rents and apologists of the South. We deem they
both dangerous to Southern institutions, and f.
lieve it our duty to rebuke their wild and inceng;.
ary principles. It matters not, that such prig.
ples are advocated by certain infected individusls
of the South ; the question is, whether or not fhe
princiﬂes themselves are abstractly correet and r
salutary in their practical operation. If theyar %
wrong in principle and fraught with destructionty 18
the interests of the South, the advocaey of themby
such prints as the Columbus Argus, cannot invest
them with a dignity and force, which do nol intrin.
sically belong to them. And when the Anu
presumes to think that the people of this St

-

own, their native land"=——as to follow him in bis
'endorsement of the views expressed by Gen, Son
in his Atkinson let'er, he insults their intelligence,
abuses their confidence, and “‘reckons without Lis
hosts.”” To show that we have not misstated the .
endorsement of these views by this delectable sheet, BESS
we quote from the issue of Sept.2d, the following:
‘ *Our opponents have been in the habit of peb-
lishing and using the Atkinson letter as the vay
strongest document sgainst Scout. We arend
|fearful_ for the world to read the Atkinson lder
| We think we can make capital for ourselves outd 8
it, for it takes not a sinzle pusttiou that nine od of

We publish
the letter, then, and if our opponent’s are alble to
use it to Scott’s disadvantage in the South, they
are welcome to do it.”

Thus the editor of the .Adrgus declares, he 8
“pot fearful f r the world to réead it""—**can mile
| capital out of it,”” and that *‘it takes not a singie
position that nine of ten Southern men would rat
endorse.” Perhaps he is nov “fearful™ of its efiect
l:upon the tworld—for tbe wbolitionists constitulz B8
| vastly a majority, and the letter accords with their | '_'
iviews. And, perhaps, be “‘can make capital out
lof it,” but he ought to have added *‘cspecially B
among the abolitionists and free-soilers of the
North.” We eannot believe, and in their bebali;
‘repel the foulimputation that nine-tenths of South-
ern men endorse its odious, anti-slavery views
Those who endorse them, may be southem by lo
| eality, but not in spirit, sentiment and feeling.—

ted to them, by the editor of the Argus, the South
will be ready to surrender her rights and j.,':r,iu

Dr. Atkinson, and ascertain, if possible, if "%
takes not a single position that nine out of et
Southern men would not endorse.”

He says: “I own no slaves.”

“In boyhood at William and Mary college, 3d
in common with most, if not all my companions
became deeply impressed with the views in fav®r
of the gradual emancipation of slaves. My “_ﬂ{
impressions are fresh und unchanged. Hence, if
had had the honor of a seat in the Virginia Legis
lature of 1831 and *32, when a bill was brought
forward to carry out those views, I should cer
tainly have given it my support.”

And this was the bill characterized by Joba
Randolph of Roanoke as ““an attempt at sersilt %"
surrection.””  Is the editor of the Argus, of "lm‘
out of ten Southern men’* in favor of this “siog®
position”” of gradual emancipation ? We wish 83
answer,

Agein. Althongh he graciously says, be do#*
not blame masters for not liberating slaves, beca¥*
he well knows “that liberation without the means
of sending them in comfort to some position 8¥0"
able to the pursuit of happiness, would, in 8%
cases, be highly injurious to all around, as well ®
to the manumitted slaves themselves, unless &
operation were general under the auspices of P/¥
dent legislation.”” Yet he does not exculpate fro®
blame, those masters who have and rfuse ¥
“means of sending their slaves in comfort to <%
position favorable to the pursuit of happiness-
Does the Argus or his “nine out of ten S"“‘h":
men” endorse this “‘single. position” of liberado®
We wish an answer.

Agsin he says, “I am persuaded that 1t %
mror MORAL oBLieAmiox or M\sTERs and S8

bolding States, to employ all means, not I#

patible with the safety of both colors, fo malio™®;
slavery, EVEN TO THE BXTEST OF EXTERMISATIOV
Does the Argus or his “‘nine out of ten
men”’ endorse this *‘single position” of “""5",:
ting slavery even to the extent of M“‘":"
by force of a high momaw obligation ? We

an answer. R&M_M-M"’“"
masters 1o exterminate “m‘:
character to hold slaves in hondage, sny 1%

el L




